6.. The method should be by projects, which may cover a period of one hour or extend through several weeks.
7. Tendencies to be avoided: (a|h) (2) it may make a permanent record to which the child can refer. Both these reasons are askew from actual fact. Experience in conducting laboratory work leads me to believe that the impression of the experiment is made more lasting by doing the experiment three times, rather than doing it once and writing it up in twice the time it took to do it. A little memorandum is good, but too much writing defeats its own object. Nothing could be sillier than to believe that the notebook will be used for further reference except in very few cases. I pride myself on the notebooks I kept in physics and chemistry, but now these notebooks are curios and occupy no very important place on the shelves of my reference library. I have never looked inside the covers of either book unless it be to show how much pains I took with the drawings.
To be perfectly frank may not always be well, but just among us teachers of laboratory subjects, it appears to me that most of the writing in the laboratory notebook is a force for keeping the student busy rather than a matter of lasting impressions or the development of a valuable reference book. I have been guilty of having experiments painfully "written up" to keep the students busy. Was I alone in this? The educational value of such a procedure is, however, something less than zero. Is it not possible for us to plan our laboratory experiments in such a way that they will truly mean the development of ingenuity and a training in systematic reasoning? In addition, the requirement of painfully written descriptions is one that can stand a great amount of introspective scrutiny.
